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‘, 1 | does say the same man who called a day or so ago?
N 2| - - Mr. Manell. Yes, it does. Ard if these-things were

3 'reviewéd_inﬁchronologiéal érder,‘it&isvpossible.ﬁhat at .that

. ' .4 || time, the connection was made. “
5 Mr. Goldsmith. Please review CIA Nos. 17-and 18 on

6 || the trénslation.

“~d -

Mr. Manell. . Right.
8 Mf.-Gdldsﬁith,V'When you areffinished’With‘that, will
',_9 you turn the pagelandiread the transbript.reléting to that

10 i conversation of the.samevday}4CIA.N0§ 20, for the record. .

o Mr. Manell. Right.
12 9 Mr. Goldsmith. Now the two transcripts you have just
. -~ 13 || read are dated September 27, 1963. One conversation was

14 4:00 to 5:00 p.m.f the Oﬁﬁer’oﬁe=1;think wbsﬂé:Zﬁyp.m. in

15 fthé.afterhoon; is that correct? '
16 ' Mr. Manell. Correct. . - -
RYAR Mr. Goldsmith; ‘From the conversations contained in

]3 those transcripts, is it.dlear‘that the‘man involved isfat"
19 1| the Cuban Embassy and he had been at the Soviet Embassy

- 20 earlier?

a1 Mr;vManeil. Correcﬁ.
|   22.z ‘ Mr. Goldsmith,‘Aéefore‘Wéngo oh,vQé kﬁow that,.acéordm“
_ ‘,, 3 'ing to the t'ran.scrip't;,I‘fif:.:z.OSwa'E‘L'd:ifhaa%beeh to-,“th'eAEmbas’sy}‘é
241 totélloﬁ‘four.times"and if, in‘faé£f3he'did»ieturn.t§'the
O as ‘

Soviet Embassy;vas,he,said he would _infthe September 28th

\'{
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conversation, he would have béen-theré,a total bf five

‘ times.' fs that a correct statement?

Mr. Manell. Correct.

ﬁr,‘ééldsmith; EWhén_were these twq'transcripts'froﬁ
Séptemﬁer 27£h5fir§t iinked to OSWal&? |

Mr. Manell. Ikcaﬁ‘t‘recall., I find this.rather'con—
fusiﬁg beéause my recoliécfion of'thé”interview with you’a£ 
my headqﬁértérs}»I didn;tirememberbﬁheée at‘aii;

Mr. Goldsmith{ Ygg'are'sayiné Ypu saw these at’your"
heédqﬁartéfé;'té your méhér?} this is %he first timé yQu:
saw this particular --

Mr. Manell. I can't say. I am.surprised by this.

The only thing I recolleéted before I looked ét the files

and before my interview with you was only the 1 October
transcript;  So all of,this; I don't say I didn't see these
before.'“Iidd:recall, howeVer, at somelpoint --"and this. is

probably after the assassination that ?erhaps it came to my

~attention or perhaps before =- my memory is not clear on -

~this. 'ButAgetting to the féaéon why(the cable of October 8th

was sent. the way it was was because my'wife undoﬁbtedly only

P K

had that inforﬁatioq of the ist”aVailable to,her;x
Mr. Goldsmith. Or if she had the earlier transcript
available, she did not;méké,tbe cdhnectibn?" :

'Mr. Manell. Correct.

Mr. Goldsmith. Let us look at CIA 183.

0016Ls
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‘Mr. Manell. Once again, I‘dbn'tAneceSSariiy want to

repeat myself, but having sentvthe.cable'of the 8th of

October t6 headguarters, that in a case such as this one

satisfied our requirement: meaning that we have identified:

'the:contact'Of,an Ameriéan«with;the'SQViet Embassy. We have’

made it a matter of record and have no indication that theé

matter is of importance;'therefpre; itiwoﬁldn‘t necessarily, .

P

‘prompt us, with all the other importan% things we were doing

at this time, to devote additional effort to be:complete 5

~about that relatively unimportant matter.

Mr. Goldsmith. Would vou ldok now at CIA 183. I

1belieVe that is a cable’dated 11 OctobéfleGB from‘CIA

headquarters to Mexico City station.
‘Why donltgyoﬁ’skimlihat brgéfly for éontgnt ahd»if I

have.a‘épecific guestibn'on the substance, I will draw your

attention to it.. ¢

Mr. Manell. Aall right..

Mr. Goldsmith. ' Was this the cable.that‘headquarters ‘

'sent in response to the request for a name trace on Oswald?

Mr. Manell. Yes.
Mr. Goldsmith. I notice that pafagraph'l refers to

Oswald as probably identical with Lee Henry Oswald; is that

.correct?

‘Mr. Manell. Yes.

Mr., Goldsmith. There'isfan‘arrow poingiht to the word

 TOP SECRET
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"Henry"® and next to the arrow appears‘the word "sic” which
is undgrlined.

AMr."Manéil. Correct. "

Mr. Goldsmith. I believe it is Mr;-Scott's handwrit;
ing?

Mr. Manell. Correct.;j

Mr. Goldsmith. Were these ma%ginél notations made at
the time that thé'cable would bé received?

Mr. Maﬁell. Yes.

‘Mr. Goldsmith. By writing the'Qofd *gsic", was Mr.
Scott indicating that‘he was aware that Oswald's middle name-
was not Henry?

Mr. Manell. Not ﬂeceséarily.

Mr. Goldsmith# What explanationvwould you have?

Mr. Manell. 'i don't really know: The only information
we had was the.firsf and lést‘name.'

Mr. Goldsmith. Did Scott ever give you an indication
that he knew what O;wald's(middle name was?

Mr. Manell. Absoclutely not.

Mr. Goldsmith. I believe that paragraph 2 of this
cabie describes Oswald as a former Russiénvdefector; is" that
correct? |

Mr. Manell. Déféctor to the Russians, correct.

Mr. Goldsmith; In light of having received informa-

tion about Oswald having defected to the Russians, did that,

NIEEEE

TOP SECRET

=\



- TOP SECRET

44
1 in any way,. ehhance th¢ significaﬂcé of ﬁiskvisit;té £he
;"g -2 Soviet Embassy?
3 | Mr. Maneli. “Yes.
» . A 4 Mrl. Goldsm.i‘th.,.' "Did thé‘t occasion ariy' furtﬁer respOnée
; | 3 by,the Mexico’city.station regarding Oswald? | |
T 6 v~ Mr.‘Mapell, .At'the‘mbment;'l caﬁ?t rééall. Whaf:We didL 

3

. do Qas pass this:ihfo;ﬁation from}heaaQuarterS'to various

8 || elements of thé AmefiCéﬁfEmbassy;’ _

CAE | R Mr. Géldsmith(  A£ th%flbqint,_wéuld it»ﬁavegbeenv

,WOI _necessary”to have_gohe‘back to chéck tﬁé'transcript?' For

R example,.the.Octbbgréisﬁ{chtgct;iqvolvipg.Oswald at the-

12 RusSian.Embaésy,Atﬂe £él;§hbﬁé cali;$§ge_tranécribef wrote
‘,‘ : 13 in brackets fTheiéaﬁéiﬁah whoic;lléd fﬁé,éﬁhef dayv." At

j4 that time, would'éither.ypu or yourgwife'Qr‘someone.else that

15 | you know of have:goneﬁbaéﬁ tdﬁchéckv£ﬁé;transcripts to see

16 if, in fact, £h¢?samé'person;had beeh_fOQnd on the tape

i7» earlier?

18 | - : . Mr. Manell. - I 'car‘m"»t.v'vx;eg:‘all. : "‘hlnllng about ‘j.itrat ‘th'e,’

19 I moment, if,bfor exémpleg;i_only felt'tﬁérefwés one frans—‘

" 20 | cript, there wouldn't be ahy_incentive‘to:go back and see

21 || whether there were others.
R 22& j Mr. Goldsmith. But the 1 Octobef»transcriptldid say he
, 23 Il had called a day or so earlier?
:Af 'Mr. Manell. That is right. I can't recall what I did
N ac . ‘ ‘
S =~ 1 at that time. _
‘ { : _ .
: : | _ o S HO104¢
st somsamerns se e TOP SECRET o
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Mr. Goldsmith. From the state‘of the record as it was

45

October 1lth, headguarters had not beén~apprisedjof the -

~contact at thé’Cuban‘Embaséy?

Mr. Manell. Correct.

Mr. Goldsmith. Do, you know whether they were ever

»apprised of that contact?

Mr;‘Manell; Afterwards, yes.
Mr. Goldsmith. Prior to the assassination? |-

Mr. Manell. I don't believe so, but I wouldn't know.

‘I am not sure of -whether they were apprised of it or not.

My belief is that thev weré‘not‘until after the assassination.

Mr. Goldsmith. If they had béen} there would he a‘ .

i

Mr. Manell. Surely. There would have heen.a cable

.and not ‘a dispatch.

M:.-GdldsmithJ LetJus»takeia look at CIA 182. - That
is-a~f6uting Slipifﬁat_Weh£VWith the-c;ble‘froﬁ héadquarteré,
Octobgr.rlth,éable from headquarters, énd_I_@elieQéﬂMr.
Scott's handwriting‘there indicates "Piease éet dp a ;Pf‘
file"; is that gét;épt?:fjju q:f,' ;{fo%J

Mr. Manell. - Correct. -
» il ! N s

Mr.'GoldSmith.:‘The ?,filelisfa‘ibCaiLPersonality file?

. 1

Mr. Manell. ,Cor;ect:‘f e I

Mr.-Goldsmith.a‘Do you know when Oswald's P file was

set up? .
001617
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46
Mr. Manell. Probably on that date. Now i£ is interest-

ing to in&igate, by_the;wayf that“Mrr‘?Coté.in@icatgq_fhe‘
p file.shéuld be set up in’the‘naﬁe'of iee ﬁenryvdswald;‘
even though_he:had wriften;"sicﬁ to thé identifiCaEion of
the man by héadquarters as Lee ﬁent?_ogwald. He had ﬁO'
argument withﬂthé;identif}éation, éviaéﬁtly.

Mr.>Goldsmith."Noted. Thapk yoﬁ.

Réfer;ing ﬁOW\to'CIA No. ié, whiéh ié one of thé
tranScripts from September 27th, at thé bottom if éays.
“Copy, Oswald ;Pf'file."_;

Mr. Manell. Yes.

Mr.leldsmithf Wﬁén would this,héve_gone ihto his
P file? o A ?i ;fff'lf'f@;:\ ¢Lr

Mr.‘ﬁanell; ‘Where does~it'say th%t?

'

Mr. Goldsmith. .Héfé; !
er. Méﬁe1l. This is*my haﬁdwfi?ingu ItvcouldAhave
been ~- I don't kﬁoﬁ.exactij_whéﬁ; Tﬁ;§~is.my-haﬁdwriting,ut
however.' |
 Mr. Goldsmith. WQUld it ‘have beén befdrevtheiassassinaﬁ
tion? |

Mr. Manell.. More than likely. é:

Mr. Golasmith;"it would seem thét before the assassina—
tionv‘Oswald"s‘contact.w;th the Cuban Embassy oh‘Septéﬁbérh27tk
had been noted. |

~Mr. Manell. Yes;'i'4 ' '} *’ : : R

G01618
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Mr. Goldsmith. Will you look at CIA No. 185. That

47

cable requested headquarters to send a-phothraph'of
Oswald. To your knowledge}'was one ever recéived?

| Mr.. Maﬁell; No, I don't belieﬁe a photograph was
ever received of Oswald.

Who wrote this cable? I am purious.

I wrote that cable.

Mr. Goldsmith. You do not recail receiving'a_photo~
graph of Oswald? |

Mr. Manell. No.

Mr. Goldsmith. Do you know whether, after the assas-
sination, Chérlotte Bustof found a photogfaphAof Oswald?

Mr, Manell. I have no idea. |

Mr. Goldsmith. Getting back for, a moment to CIA 183,
paragraph 4 indicates that information concerning Oswald
be disseminated to other feceral agencies, does it not?

Mr. Manell. No, ﬁo other elements of the embassy. -

Mr. Goldsmith. I am sorry, you are correct.

Why would they make that indication?‘ Was that routine
procedure?

Mr. Manell. It was routine procedure to send it'to
the FBI othér than the embassy, but‘in this case it would
help me out with the cryptonym, who was T; P. Elide.

er.'Goldsmiﬁh, That was the embassy.

Mr. Manell. Odyoke was what?

61018
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Mr. Goldsmith. I8S.. I Caﬁ'téil'you‘&hich Qhes were_~f

Mr . Manell; 0.D. Urgeé

Mr. Goldsmith(q‘I think I"know.ﬁow we can sélve‘this.
Let us look'at'No. i$7?b No.‘187‘is the mémo’that was sent
.EyiMexico'éity station to the AmbéSéaé;r;  At the bottom of
,theipage:itllis£s the'various %gencieéfwhqueceivéd’it
locally.: '

ﬁr;'Maneil. Corfeét. Okay.

.Mr.,éoldémith;',Was tﬁat'anlunugﬁaliy wide?diSsemina4
tibn? | -

Mr. Manell. The only QUeStioh_I'have would be that of -

why I&S”gbt it? .Otherwise;, Naval Attache, because this

was a former Marine. There is that‘co§neCtioﬁ there, the
. o . ; . ,'_7-"‘1‘-’ ‘ L

v

legal attache, because‘thé”legal“attaéhe is' the normal "

recipient of this kind of information.,

i

Sometimeé we -did it to,the embassy, depending on the

‘case.  So it boils down to my»question‘as to why I&S got -a

copy of thisﬂor why headquarters asked us to send them a

copy;_ Tﬁat i§ my only'query about thisf
| Mr. Gbldémith. rﬁhen Was'tﬁe‘cable received; -the 11th?
" Mr. Manell. vWaslthéﬁ“a“wéekénd that”followeﬁf‘““’”
Mr. Goldsmith.‘ The lét of5é¢toberlwasvé Tueséay?
Mr. Manell. . I am talking‘about Ehe 11th and thé l6£h.
Mr. Hardwéy. 'That'would ha&é beén a Friday.u

Mr. Manell. There again, you seé'it did not become

081820

TOP SECRET

i




4

10

o

14

15

6

AT

13

19

20

22

3

%

24

"

12

- ToPSECRET

I something of great significance ﬁhat'Wé would have'immé~'

a

)is»
W

diately felt we had to:dbiiﬁ fast{

Mr. Goidsmith;; Turningvtb CIA Nb. iSIQ‘Whiéﬁ;is thé
héadquartéré cbpf of . a caélé‘that wa's Senf, it indicates
that Thomas Karamessines;was‘?hé‘feleasingiofficer.

Mx'. Manell. yés;‘

- Mr. Goldsmiﬁh{ Was it unusual for someone as high up
in‘the o?ganization‘as quamessinespto be the releasing
officer for a céble of tﬁis kind?-

, . _ » .

‘ﬁr;‘Manell.' Yéé, except that there mightvhave been

some reason.thét cqula easiiy'explain &t.‘ Féf example;(whiieu

nﬁhe iﬂformatiop is not ﬁeééSSérily éiébificaﬂt, yet there!Was
 anq£he£i§ighifiéaﬂt pieéé;éf.iﬂformétién that peoéle at thé
Vdeskvmight'ﬁave waﬂted ﬁhé,bDO to seé,; it COuld‘bevasiSimple'
‘an explanafion aS,thét!f |

qubeidsmithd; Dié yOu{know;_receiViné a qabie at
Mexico'city, Whovthevféleaéiﬁg officér-was?

Mr. ‘Manell. Not at all. We don't have any indication

at Mexicovcity'WhOJWrgﬁeé'thé éapiés §h\who releases cables.

Who wrote this cable? - 7 - L A
Mr. Goldsmith. ' Charlotte Bustof. -
i ~ Mr. Manell. It‘was normal-.for & person who was an

Lk

analyst or a desk officer, as she was for the Mexico City

branch;.to‘prepare.aﬂterse reply. It was certainly normal,

I would think, toihaVe'eleménts of‘thewcgunterintelligence'

e

T R  ;  7 :”iffi? . f- ‘-,1ﬂ@ﬁi@i$J
HW 50955 Dn,c!Id::322,"."'?22[Iv P‘age.!‘jl‘f ToP SECRET j§ - .
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l staff coordinate the cable. It was normal, certainly, for -

‘a member of the counterintelligence section of the Soviet

|| division to coordinate a cable. -

’ Mr;‘ébldémith;'idne question'aBOut péiagraphFS. I
‘believe if.réqueéts that any further contact for purposes of
’idehtification'éhéuld be'indigated to héadQuarters.; 

Mr. Manell. . Right.

‘Mr. Goldsmith. In light of»that} é6e3~that’help.You.
iiﬁ‘any way as fo whet§§£>anything wés.gVef comﬁuniéated~t¢ll
headquartefs?

Mr. Manell. No.
Let us gO'fﬁrﬁﬁéf‘to‘addréSS'BdrséiyéS'to the questiona
about Mr.AKarameésiﬂé§:§néﬁwhf‘hefrélégsééﬁ#hg‘éable. I

- ¥

I
{ -

can't really explain-that.' Otherwise, we see' that it was
sent out as a routine cable.' -

' Mr. Goldsmith. How do you know that?

Mr. Manell. Because otherwise, you would have seen the

!
|

precedenge‘of either priority or immediate.A Certainly you
;donft~seejan¥.restfiCtiﬁé'indiéatérs;oﬁithé haﬁdliné of 'this ;
céblel It doesn't even indicate ‘that it‘is‘a couﬁter;
iﬁﬁélligénce_mafter in.thé‘ﬁeading,‘and';ﬁ aoésn't give the
! réstﬁictive indica?or of an important'coUnterintelligence

case, such as Rybat,; or that‘cryptonym‘is a restrictive

H

indicator for any type”of cablé, if you need to restrict the

i
infbrmatioh, and“that is'noi,dnwhere; either. -
| - TOF SECRET
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embassy a total of five times -- for purposes of argument ~-

‘any way, but do you have any possiblé explanation?

!
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The. reason I am:qoing into. this at length is apparently

51

you find it eitraordinary that Mr. Karamessines signed off
on this cable. I can't explain it,'buﬁ I want to;go further
to say that the preparation and transmission'of this cable
indicates that thefefwaé nO'urgenéy orfuﬁdue significance
attachéd to thefinformation.

Mr. Goldsmith; At ;any time that you are iooking<at~
these documents, feel free, as I see you do feel free, to
give us any clarifying information.

Aéain,:for §UrpéseS'of elarificatién,'prior to the
assassination was any action taken by the Mexico City station
in reference to the'Oswéld'matter'othe} than sending the”cable
to headqguarters on Qctobér 8th and the dissemination that
was instructed? ‘

Mr. Manell. Nothing, to my knowledge.
Mr. Goldsmith. Getting back for,a moment to the

matter of the photograph, if'Oswald, in fact, had gone to the

and makihg the<assumption he did go back when he said he was
going back, does it strike you as unusual for the photo -
people to have missed him five times?

Mr. Manell. 'Yeé;

Mr. Goldsmith. Do you have any explanation for that?

I realize the photo operation was not under your control in

001023
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! ! Mr. Manell. Yes, I do. The Mexicans who manned the

- 52

photo facility and did it day after day, ?ear afterdyear,f

3 -éould conceivébly not be bérformipg their workAés théy were
' -4 re:q‘uired' ‘to perform it. To meA,' tha‘.t’: ‘i.‘(s’‘th-e'kimo‘st.i.s1_:3:.51:}'.gh't-.-'j
5 forwardlexplapatioanOr #hé factrfhat WQ‘diantffeceiQé:é‘“

-.6 || photo of»OsWaldfentering the Soviet Embassy.
- R » SR i )

70 Mr.’Goidémith,  D9iyou‘know'ifié$y.ofjthemlwére»dis»

, 8 miésed as a resulf gf theifai}ure to Qﬁtaih,a pic#ﬁre?

Mr. Maﬁell. fﬁo; I havé'no:gﬁowlédge of tﬁé£;

10 . Mr}*Goldsﬁitﬁq- Please réfer to'éiA ﬁbﬁ 1837  This‘ig
.11 a cable dated'NQVeﬁber‘22nd.‘ The phird paragréphﬁindicates,
12 among‘other‘thipés, "Fngafdiﬁéléooneéﬁ coéies of:only Viéitor

. 3 13 1l to soviet Embassy ..20A October who ‘could be identicalut\o» ’

14 Oswald,”._"

151 . Do you know whether the @ate 20 October isfcorrect or
16 incorrect?
17 Mr. Manell. 'Probabl"a mistake. I think I wrote this
DLy : .
?3 cable. I am not sure.
19 There is ' a correction on the following, right here.
0l 1 wrote this cable. Obviously it was a mistake on my part,
_ 2l trying tovget this information out as fast as I céuld[
oy 22 I did, as you see, put in‘an,immediaée’ recedence on.
| g a8 ycC ' , e P
I . jthe transmission of this cable. As I said before, I linked
' 24 A ' L Lo o Lo L
. »«ythe name Oswald that we heard over the .radio with the Oswald
- twho had contacted the Soviet Embassy; and therefore, I sent
‘ . o L : : . : |
- ! . :
HW 50955 DocId:32277220 Page 54 o .
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this cable out as fast as I could on the 22nd of November.

Mr, Goldsmith. On the 22nd of NoVembef;;yOeread.thdt
one Oswald-contact? . B
'Mr.-Manell.v Yes, I did. -

Mr. Goldsmith. Mr. Manell, CIA No. 183; the headguarter

‘cable, contains a description of Oswaldﬂin19aragraphf1}

Mr. Manell. Yes. . - |

 Mr. Goiésmithj_,After feCeiVihéwfhié Cabie,'wefe you :
‘éﬁare that fhe ghgtbgraph”to whichﬂféferencé‘had béen made -
’iﬁAthe.cable of Octobef’Sth_was not‘a.phdtograph of Oswald?

‘Mr. Manell. I can't recollect wéatAI beliévedlét_thaf«

.

Mr. Goldsmith;' As of the day df;thé.assassinatidn;

.you thought that there was still a possibilitv that there

was a photograph of Oswald?

Mr. Manell. Indeed. As I recall, we tried to get that

photograph ‘to headquarters as fast as we could. As'it.turned

- e d
M B . :
~ M .

out, it wasn't necessary’ to send it. But that was our

intention. L L P R
Mr. Goldsmith. Let us look at CIA No. 184. This .

was a cable from heéd@harﬁérsidétéd'Noﬁgﬁbér 23rd. 'The first

|
!

‘paragraph instructs yolu to review tapes and transcripts

since the .27th of September.

‘Mr. Manell. Correct.

Mr. Goldsmith;f Does that  indicate that headquarters
' o el
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was‘;n‘some wa'aware of OsWalé's_cohtagt with,éhejembéssy
éhiseéteﬁbérféfth?v*’ »

Mr. Mahell;’ It certainly doég,

Mr. Goldsmith. Do you khowfhoﬁ fhéf would have been
made awére’of'that?> ’

Thé reason I ask is’because we have revieﬁed'cable,H
traffic and have not seen any cablé'traffic informing them
of that.cohtgnt.

Mr.'Maneli. No:b Tﬁeré iS‘soﬁéthiﬁg I'éan;ﬁ explain,
and I,aﬁ trying soﬁehgw‘tgrget an ekélanation for i£ in my
mind.’ - |

As;i,told yQuAbe§ré;fnSrmaliyiéhgigFétiggidid nof'
forwardyraa transcripﬁé ﬁo:héadquagteré. ‘That wéuld have
been one way -for thémfﬁé'knéﬁlﬁhe:§7t£}ofESeptémber contact.

’Yoﬁ say there is no other traffic? |

.Mr._Golﬂémith. ;Bésed on our féviéﬁ of the fi1e.

Mr. Manell. Or visit or contact by Oswald earlier
than the 1st Qf Ochbe;gtd the SovieﬁlEmbassy? This
leaves me‘certainly at-a loss for aﬂ"explanétionj

Mr. Goldsmith. Is.it“pbssibléifﬁat that would havé -
been done telephdnicaliy? .

Mr. Manell. ﬁot:iikely.

Mr;iGoldsmithf Why not?

‘Mr.rManell. fou don't telephdne.classified informa-

tion to headguarters, normally.
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Mr. Goldsmith. 1Is it possible ~-- and I do not want to

the cqntact of September 28th and that fﬁQY'instrﬁcted'i”
you to refervto the'cqnverSation, ﬁhe'conﬁact of the'27th,
just for purposes of eXtra‘insqraﬁce2.

Mr. Manell. I can't comment on that.

Mr. Goidsmithd Please refer to CIA No. 197, speci-
fically paragraph 3. .

Mr. Manell. Wht date is this cagle; thé 23rd of
November? | | | | |

Mr. Goldsmith; It is;a‘cable dated November 23;v1963.'
Address your‘attentiOn'to baragrapﬁfNO: 3;

Let me ask you whether this cable cofrects the date
that you'héd incOrfectly reported in the earlier cable.

Mr. Manelli Yes, it does, to 1 Octqgér;

Who wrote this cable?

Mr. Goldsmitﬁ. I believe the auﬁhor of this cable’
was Ann Goodpasture; is that correct?.

Mr. Manell. That is correct.

Mr. Goldsmith. Pleasé read tﬁe second paragréph of
CIA No. 188, which.ié the Mexico City-;opy of that c&ble.

Mr. Manell. .Yes.

Mr.vGoldsmith, The language in that paragraph indicatés
that the station could not compare thé&oicé of Osﬁald because

the first tape of his voice or his .conversation had been

TOP SECRET (V1%
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erased prior to the receipt of thevseéond.Contact_
Mr. Manell. Correct.

Mr: Goldsmith. The“Way that is phrased suggesté,

.howevér, that at that- time, November 23rd, there was still

one tape in existence. In other words, it does not say all
tapes reporting Oswald contacts had been erased. It says -one
tape was erased prior to the receipt df;phe next one.

Mr. Manell. I

-

would not give that importance or make

the assumption you ére"making;i”if,isindt~comgletely'phrased

.in the,cabie:'-It.ﬁerely saysigstgtgqﬁ;unab;e compare;voice 
as first tape eraéed pfior‘réééi?t seéond<call."9‘fhat is .
val; it says.

I don't see th:you Can“;oncludefthe wéy you conclude.-

Mr. Goldsmith. »Please don’'t misunderstand me. I am

not intending to offer any conclusions.

Mr. Manell. ©No, but you are indicating that a second

‘tape was kept and not erased.

Mr. Goldsmith. What I want to do is ask whether the
language there suggests that in fact that was the case.-

Mr. Manell. I am saying it was not the case; probably

‘not the case.

Mr: Goldsmith. I would 1ike-you,%o understand,
Mr. Manell, that we’are_cohadcfiﬁg.a thorough review of

the.files and the cable ‘traffic and we are obliged to address

"every question that arises based oh that review.

£
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1 . er;,Manell.u'I'am'sorry, bﬁf I felt you were drawing a
7y 2 conclusion: | |
3] Mr.lGoldsﬁith; I‘undefstagd youf'pbéi£ioh,- I juSt.’
- . - 4 | wanted ?o'u to understand Iﬁine, that 1sall | |
- 5 .; . er;iManéll; Right. | |
6 I ":i WAﬁder if,I might ﬁaké a éhort'statementvat this time;
7 M?..Goldsmith; ‘Certainly.
8 ‘Mr. Manell. From the questioning by you, I am led.to

9 believe that . you may have the suspicion, certainly the con-
10 cern, that(there.was7a separate communication sent to the
R station by headquarters about Oswald of which you have no

12 | record.
L

'._ o i3 To the very, very best of my knowledge, there was . no
14 | separate communication sent to the station with regard to

- 15 Oswald. Certainly if there was a separate communication., I

16 | never had any knowledge of it.:» = . & - o
17 ' Mr. Goldsmith. Fine.
13 ' What about theurevérse‘éf that; éeparéte;communication

19 § from the México City station to headquarters?;

20, - Mr. Manell. Firstij;xI‘aoﬁﬁtithafxthére was, because

21 | in some fashion I would have becomé\privy to it. Second,

.22| once again, I certainly know of no separate communication not

y.}"gg{

3 appearing ih’the reCofd here that was sent by Mexico City
‘ 24‘ statibn to Washington. .

ag . : : ACBCI ‘ '

Lo - Is that perfectly clear, that there was no side
A , ,
. I I T : O S TN
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mcémmunication; to my knowledge, from'éiﬁhef headquartérs

toﬂthe'stétion or from the:statién tpfheédquartérs?

Mr.. Goldsmith;‘ I éertainly:uhderstand your<answer?_
yes.
| Turhipg-back fér a. moment téctheyquestion°of the =
efasufé'éf fhe first déwéld‘tape'éfiof,ﬁQlthé'receipt.of_the~
second. Myiunderstandiﬁg -=- and wé can cheCk'the:appropriate
cable fgf confirmation of'thié'—m‘isqthét'the nbﬁmal time
lagrfof thé erasuref5f:t§péé1wa$ ﬁwb'W;éks;'.if}fﬁat'is
Corréét, it wopld seem.tﬁatlthe ndrmal.lag period did qotl
apply in regard to;theiéswald{EOhﬁécig "

In‘bﬁhér\wordé;qﬁhg»fi;gt'cqnéac% was Septembef 27th -
of SeptembéfV28th; fﬁé'ﬁéX£Hcontéét”waé:OctObef 1st, and
the first contact tape was erased well béfore.thé two-week
period hadléiapsed, if . in fact_thé;éabie'is'éccurate in(whatu
it’repérfs‘that the”fifst‘tape'was érased'priér'to the receipi
of the second one.

. Mr. Manell. You are correct in assuming'tﬁaf there

would have:beéh,'just forrmechaniééiﬁréasons,lthéfekisfencé

of the first tape in its original form prior to receipt of the

' second one, because the transcription process couldn't have

been completed,. since it involved the Russian language,

Sy
i

until after the second'callfwas médéf You are correct there.
‘I would justvsuggest here that pefhaps in the heat of

writing an immediate cable on thé 23rd of Novémber; the ‘
0010346
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1 languagevby Miss Goodpasture wasn'£ absolutely clear. I
7 2 think that the only thing she wanted to cénver‘here, readinq
| 3 into this, is that no voicé comparison~was made bécause we
(:\. ‘ - 4 don't ha've/cer’tainly on the 23rd of 'No?embér either tape
- 8 _avéilabie1
6 : Mr. Goldsmith. 1In fact, she wasn't necessarily -being

A |

completely accurate when she said the first tape was erased
8 || prior to the receipt of the second. ,
A B Mr. Manell. I.woula say that,£hé-sentence does not
10 vconvéy'her intention.

-1 Mr. Goldsmith.- To your knowledgé, do you know of any
12 }| ‘action on the part of anyone at the Mékico City station -
. o 13 indicating that 'fha’t person withheld information frdm' the

| 14 Y| -authorities at CIA headquarters concerning Oswald's visit to

15 || Mexico City?

16 Mr. Manell. No.
17 Mr. Goldsmith. I have nothing further, Mr. Manell. .
13 . I would like to thank you very much for being here. -

19 1 T also would like to say I am sorry if we inconvenienced you
- 20 | today.
2y Mr. Manell. It wasn't your fault.

22' Mr. Goldsmith. Now, customarily when we call someone

@

B lto a hearing, a-person is given five minutes at the end of a
24} hearihg to ‘make a statement. We have called you here for a
A 0

deposition in lieu of a hearing. If you would like an

01031
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opportunity tO'makévé_stétémentbeﬁtﬁé’feéor&,Lpiéaée'féél,"
free'éb:do so; |

Mr; Manell. YQurvquésﬁioping leédsimé;to'tﬁo aéshﬁp—”
tions. Oﬁ§; that either at ﬁeadquarteré ;f 5£ Fhe

station there was a.¢0mmunication'£hat"is not part of the

record that you'havéﬂ“Tditﬁg ferg~béSET6f{my_knbwledge; I

believe you are incorrec§hin:having‘tbat agsumﬁtion because,
firstly, I know that L ha&é:no diggctgS@ééific\kﬁéwledéé to
support that assumptidn.; ‘
Sécondly, I belieVe.tHat in.sdme fashibn I would have
beCOme.érivy'to that‘fact if it indéedvekisfed,» '
Thé.second‘point‘l wbdld likefto;mak§ dQes not bear on

what vou asked me today}'bﬁt what‘yéu'ééked ddring the

interview. I was led to believe that you had suspiéiqn that‘

" one agenéY‘of'thebgovernmént knew that:anothervﬁad more

éontaCt witﬁfbsWald prior.to the'asSaséination thdn is a

mattef of récofd and_that‘péfhaps éﬁéfhér é@enévaas éoVeriﬁg
Here éga;n; I cer?ainly'have‘ﬁé$inférmatidn'tolbeér out"

that assumptipn. But in thig caéegyi.aéﬁidn’t nedeséarily

T

have had the means £o,become°pfivY'tO‘ﬁhat<kind of informa-

tion.

I think that you place emphasis on the fact that
Mr. Xaramessines signed off on the name trace cable from

headquarters to thé'station on the 11th of October. That,. I

001032
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© find strange1rbut then- again, I thinkjtﬁét'by-thorough

'inVéstigation on your ‘part, you could‘easily,determinef 

the reason for it. . . - - i
S0, rather than have it become an-important- concern or

reservatiOn-on your part, I think thdt>you could nail. that

- down one way or the other with a mihimum of investigation.

"That'is itf That 1is the end’éf my‘statémeﬁt.
CMr. Gdidsmithﬂ Thank you:very‘mgéﬁ.
. (Whereupon, at 3:05.pim;, thg:dgpcs;ticﬁ wa; concluded;);
.‘I havé read-£ﬁé"for¢§oipg pages
f.~~ef1:thioﬁggfgl, incxugive;fWhiéh
 "contaihﬁa;qorfect_tranéciipt'df :
the answe%s.ﬁéde-by»me ﬁo the
: questioné:ﬁhereiﬁ redorded.i
S signaturel is supject to

]

" corrections. -

. -

: &

) N o
P
L

‘Herbert Manell

oenidgt
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'CERTIFICATE OF NOTAR§ PUBL1¢
I, Albert Joseph ﬁéFrapce,.the‘officer beéfore whnggw_
the ﬁorégoigg'deposition was“fakEn,idg heréby cer%ify’fhat
£he withéés'whosé‘testimony‘appeafs“in;the:foregéihg‘aéposi—
tion'was‘duly sﬁorn by me; that the testimony offsaid, 

witness was taken Albért Joseph«LaFranCe,'shorthand'reporter,

and thereafter reduced to typewriting under my difection:

that I am néithefvcodnsel"fdf; reélated to, nor employed by

any of the pérties to thé»action‘infwhigh,tﬁis de?osition
wés takeﬁ, andffﬁrther, that I am nqt‘; reiative‘or'employge
Of_any attorneyfor coqnsel'éﬁﬁloyedfby_thé parties thereto,
nor finanéiélly of othérwisé'iﬁtérééiéd in t5e outcome of

the action.

-
P

o

i

/ >
(Dt o fl e
Notary #ublié i and for the
D&ﬁ’rict of Columbia .

My commission expires:

November 14, 1980
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